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,THE COURTS.
f

THE GREAT TWEED TRIAL.

Another Day After the Stolen Vouchers.ImportantPoint Gained by the ProsecutionSecondaryEvidence To Be AdmittedContinuationof the Legal Tilt BetweenCounsel.Deputy ComptrollerStorrs and Ex-Count? Audi-
itor Lyons on the Stand.

THE DEPUTY CHAMBERLAINSHIP.
\

Chamberlain Palmer's Injunction MotionArgument
of Counsel Goiug Over the Old

Ground.All the Parties iu Court.
The Aetion of Yesterday Indeeisive

and the Fight To Be
Resumed This Morning.

THE JUMEL ESTATE CASE.

Continuation of Evidence for the Defence ImportantRulings Admitting AncientDocuments in EvidenceFurtherInteresting Developmentsin the Case.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

Bummaries.Trials, Convictions and Sentences in
the General Sessions.Decisions.

The Tweed case was continued yesterday, the
most notable occurrence of the day's proceedings
being the ruling of the Court admitting secondary
evidence In the absence of the more direct or desirabletestimony of witnesses who are not within
the control of the Court. The testimony of Mr.
Btorrs, Mr. Lyons and Mr. Copcland, of the Comp*

\ troller's Department, was mainly explanatory of
the routine of the business in the Finance Departmentof the city government.the manner of signingand certifying voucnera and as to their safe
keeping. The case will be resumed to-day.

11 day yesterday was consumed in argnlng, beforeJudge Barbour, oi the Superior Court, the subjectmatter of the injunction asked for by Mr.
Palmer, City Chamberlain, against John Foley,
restraining him from attempting to assume the
functions of Deputy Chamberlain or in any way
'interfering with the duties of the office by virtue
of his appointment as Deputy Chamberlain by the
Comptroller. It was, in the main, a repetition of
the argument previously advanced upon the prior
application to the same effect made by Deputy
Chamberlain Palmer. The argument, which was
not finished at the adjournment or the Court, will
be resumed this morning.
In the United states Courts yesterday CommissionerOsborn rendered his decision In the case or

E. S. Goodwin, chief detective officer of the Erie
Railroad, who had been accused, under the law
relating to piracy, or having run off with the
steamer Hugh Bolton from the root of Twentythirdstreet to Hoboken. The accused is held to
await the action of the Grand Jury. Defendant
rested his case npon the evidence presented on the
part of the prosecution, alleging that no felonious
Intent had been proved, and that In removing the
steamer be acted under the full belief that she was
the property of the Erie Railroad Company.
Charles W. Jacobs, a sailor, who had deserted

from the American schooner Hattie Sampson, has
confessed to that offence, and was yesterday held
by Commissioner Shields to await the action of the
Grand Jury. '

.

Charles Slnnett has been held by Commissioner
, Shields to await the action of the Grand Jury on a

charge of passing a >20 counterielt bill. The accusedhad induced n young boy to endeavor to procuregood money for tho bill In question.
Notice is given to those election deputy marshals

and supervisors who have not yet presented themselvesat the United States Marshal's office to receivetheir pay that unless they do so before the
3ist Inst, they must make their application to
Washington.
In the United States Circuit Court yesterday the

further hearing of the case of George AVaBhington
Bowen vs. Nelson Chase was resumed before Judge
Bhipmau and the special jury. A mass of documentaryevidence, consisting of public records
from the towns ol Providence and Cumberland,
R. I., was lntrodnced on the part of the defendant
for the purpose of impeaching the statement
made by the plaintiff that he was born of Betsy
Bowen, who afterwards became Madame Jumcl.
The case was adjourned till to-day.
Yesterday Christopher Yetta and Frederick

Gleenz, keepers of a distillery at the corner ol
Thirty-ninth street and avenue A, were further examinedbefore Commissioner Bbields on a charge
of distilling whiskey and mm from molasses, while
tbetr license, It was claimed, authorized them only
to distil apple whiskey. Mr. L. W. Emerson, late
United States Assistant District Attorney, appeared
for the defendants, and the Commissioner, having
heard the defence, ordered the accused to be discharged.
Yesterday the Grand Jury entered the United

States Circuit Court, and presented to Judge Shipmansome bills of Indictment. In reply to the
Judge the Jnry said they had up other business beforethem, and, having made an arrangement with
the District Attorney for adlournment, the Jndge
Bald they might adjourn to such day as they saw lit.

THE GREAT TWEED TRIAL.

More About the Stolen Vouchers.A Great
Point Gained by the Prosecution.SecondaryEvidence Ruled by the Court
as Admissible . Deputy Comptroller
btorrs and Ex-County Auditor Lyons
on the Stand.The Legal Tilt Continues.
Yesterday morning was ushered In by a dense

fog, which for hours overhung the city, lay thick
upon the rivers, darkened the way of the trainB

, loaded with thousands from the outlying districts,and In a generally disagreeable manner
mipcuea mime ana prcveniea to a very great
extent the arrival of business men at the nconcs of
their dally vocatlona at their usual hours. The
attendance of all whom it most concerned was not
as punctual at the different law courts of the city
yesterday morning as.on ordinary occasions, owing
to the aforesaid fog, and most of those
whose only incentive for putting in an
appearance at all In the conrts from day to day
is idle curiosity were notably and comracndaidy
absent. In tbe great Tweed case the Court reassembled,tf not exactly up to time, still In good
time, and the proceedings of the elgnth day of the
trial were commenced by the recall of Mr. Deputy

, Comptroller 8torr«. There was nothing particularlyInteresting either In the testimony or this
witness or or the only other witness for the day,
Mr. Lyons, ex-County Auditor, and the foggy air
without had lta counterpart within the courtroom,
owing to the befogging nature of tne testimony

hardly less clear arguments of ^,tlllscI
upon the knotty and bewildering points of law
from time to time raised on objections by defend|' ant's counsel and replied to In as an unintelligible
manner by the "gentlemen" on the other side.

I one half of the collisions In the court room betweenopposing counsel during this legal befogment,had they occurred on the water, would
hove snn* or disabled all the ferryboats plying betweenNew York and the other side before the fog

NEW YOI
bad lifted. The main point in tbe case, however, and
which will materially aid tbe Court and jury In
reaching a result, was the ruling of tbe Court, ad-
mitting secondary testimony where first or princi-
pal testimony, owing to the absence of parties
beyond tbe control of'the Court, cannot be produced.As before stated only two witnesses were
examined during the session, and tbe testimony
was principally confined to the manner which prevailedin the Comptroller's department of transactingthe business of the department.

Yesterday's Proceedings.
Soon after the opening of the Oyer aud Terminer

yesterday, Jndge Davis presiding, the examinationof witnesses in the case of the People against
William M. Tweed was proceeded with.
Mr. Storrs, Deputy Comptroller, recalled, ex- !

amiueil by the prosecution.The witness testified
tA thd fa ft nf fhn Inun Af thn nmisti.... in* H I
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or lltb of September, 1871; the doors of the pigeonholeshad been closed and locked; he had looked
for the vouchers; there were other vouchers in
other parts of the office.

CROSS- EX A Id 1K ATION.
On the cross-examination witness testified that

nc was lu the office the day previous, but had not
examined the pigeonholes since about the middle
of July; the pigeouholes were In a sort of closet,
with closed doors; he had not seen them opened
for two months previous; on the morning of the
lltli of September he looked at them and found
the door open; he did not hare charge of the
pupers; they were In the custody of the Connty Auditor,Mr. Lyons; the closet was not marked.
To Judge Davis.The vouchers were tied op In

bundles and labelled; the closet was kept locked
and 011 that morning he had found the locks broken
and the pigeonholes empty.
Cross-examination continuedAll the closets

are locked, as It is the custom of the nice to keep
tliem locked during the day; he could not state ou
his own knowledge that he had ever seen the doors
locked or unlocked; he could only say that they
must have been locked; he could not state but
that the vouchers might have been taken to unotbercloset on the day or days before the loss was
discovered. *

By Mr. Peckham.Where Is Comptroller Connolly?A. 1 don't know; 1 have not seen him since
1871.

Q. Das the Comptroller absconded ? A. It Is understoodso.
To Judge Davis.The search for the missing

vouchers was commenced on the next day, but he
was not witness oi any search.

TESTIMONY OK WILLIAM N. COPRLANP.
William N. Copeland was the next witness. He tea-

titled that he had been employed as assistant bookkeeperin the County Department of the Comptroller'soffice; he had charge of the books lu
which the accounts of liabilities were kept a part
of the time; he saw papers relating to the claims
of Tngersoll, Garvev, Kcyser and others In closets,
which were not locked when he was there; all the
vouchers were not there when he leit, In February,
1871; some of them were kept In Watson's office;
alter the claims were paid the vouchers should
have been placed In the closets spoken of.
PpAOa.nran*inml hr Mi* Rn t*t*l IT Tlin nanapa nrnra

sent out of Mr. Watson's office to go Into the pigeon
holes, but they (lid not alwavs go in there; ne had
taken them out by Mr. Watson's direction, and had
given them to him; it was a very common occurrence;every person in the omce had access to the
pigeonholes; ne could not tell whether all the paperswere there when he left the office, as he had
made no examination.
To Mr. Peckhara.Could not say whether all the

papers given to Mr. Watson had been returned.
To Mr. Burrill.No memoranda of the papers

taken out were kept, and when they were returned
an occasional examination was made to see if they
were the ones given out; in some cases the papers
were detached and separated; sometimes they
were pinned together aud sometimes stuck with
mucilage.

TESTIMONY OF 8TXPIIBN LYONS, .IB.
Stephen Lyons, Jr.. late County Auditor, was

now Sworn. He testified that it was his duty to
draw the-warrantB; the papers of Ingersoll, Garvey
aud others were kept in the closets mentioned; it
was the practice to keep them locked during the
night, but they were accessible In the daytime; he
had looked foi the vouchers alter they were missing,but could not find them.
Cross-examined.He took possession of the office

of County Auditor in May, 1871; he had frequently
taken papers from the closets to get inlormation
from them, and then put them back; he had taken
them to different persons in the office.to the
Comptroller. Deputy Comptroller and perhaps a
dozen others; these papers have been absent as
long as a month; the papers were returned by Mr.
Connolly, at least they must have been returned,
for the papers were in Court: he could not, on his
own knowledge, say that Mr. Connolly ever put
back all of the papers.
The papers were constantly being referred to,

being taken out and returned by a dozen different
clerks in the office; he has taken out a hundred or
more of those papers relating to county liabilities
during the time he was in office; a great many of
those had been given to Mr. Connolly.ne merely saw the bundle marked "County Liabilities"taken out and put back; he merely knew
the bundle went out in tne shape it came back.

MR. STORKS RECALLED.
Mr. Storrs was recalled and asked a question as

to the contents of the lost vouchers.
Mr. Field at once objected.
The Court intimated that the discussion ought

not to be long.
Mr. Field said that if the Court had already decidedthat secoudary evidence was not admissible

they had no desire to prolong the discussion.
Mr. Justice Davis said that was not to be assumed,but, on tbe contrary, quite the reverse.

After Recess.
Mr. Storrs again took his Reat on the witness

stand, und tne examination was proceeded with
by Mr. Burrill. The witness testified
Mr. Watson was appointed County Anditor by

Mr. Brennan in 1864, and died in 1871, in January';
witness has been in the Finance Department since
1857; the Auditor's office Is a bureau of the department;all bills pass through the Auditor's Depart-
ruein; watsons stamp as Auditor was on tne out- t
Bide of the vouchers: Watson had custody of t
the stamp himself: l do not know In what 1
part of the onlce it was Kept; the C
committee made frequent calls upon tne Comp- t
troiler tor these vouchers; I do not know why tne c
papers were not delivered when the committee xcalled; do not. know of any reason; do not know a
whether the papers were there when they called d
or not. \
Mr. reckhnm then examined the witness on the t

redirect as follows:.The bills were audited by the v
County Auditor since 1808. r

Q. Was It the duty of the Auditor to see that the s
vouchers contained anything more than the proper
vouching papers ? Objected to. c
Counsel for defence claimed that the question v

was not competent, first, because tne witness
was not the Auditor. li
q. What did the Auditor do In auditing these

papers! v
Ob|ected to by counsel on the gronnd that County tAuditor Watson was now defunct, but had left lie- r

hind him a mouunieut in this stamp which would j
show what he did. This stamp read"Finance c
Department, county or New York. Examined tiy
me and round correct. James Watson, County t
Auditor." gThe question was modified so as to require from
the witness a statement of

THE ACTl'AL F01W, t
so far as the witness had observed It, of anditlng s
papers. The explanation was very dry to listen to
and would make much dryer reading, so it is r
omitted from tuls report. At ths close or the wit- c
ness' statement Stephen C. Lynes was recalled to r
the witness staml and examined hy Mr. Peckham. li
The latter gentleman has a peculiarly rapid and

by no means pleasant style of speaking, his artlcu- thit Ion being rather indistinct, and the jury evl- |dentlydidnot at all times understand the ques- r
tious put by him, as they contracted their eyes, f
opened their mouths, craned their necks ana <1
placed their hands to their ears to catch the sound
or the lawyer's voice. It was also noticeable that t
the counsel finds it much easier to examine a wit- u
ness by having his (the counsel's) root on the seat
of an adjacent chair. This is probably what some J
people would call "an eccentricity of genius," if s
taking a chu (1) ritable view or the counsel's habit, u
The witness testified.It was my duty to fill In r

the warrants as County Auditor; I filled them in s
at the time the vouchers were given to me; I then t
prepared the warrants. i(j. Kxplaln the routine of filling In those vouch-
VICI aim irmiauia n«m "it uuic mcjr were reCCIVGU
until they were completed.
Objection was mode by the defence, Inasmuch ah 1

the question called on tbe witness to state what
was the t

iiorTTJtf or ni* ornc* s
gcnerallv. He might explain speclilcally what he
did or wliat he saw done, but to describe the routinewas too general. e

y. What did you do ah to vouchers ? Objection
made and overruled. The defence excepted to the C
ruliug. <1
The witness then proceeded to a long and ex- i

tremely dry statement and Illustration ef the
iruxluf oprrarutl of auditing vouchers, certifying i
theni and issuing warrnnts: also as to the method t
of making entries In the audit books and 1
vonener record, which were produced. The
witness sat with one large book open on his '

xnee, and another ponderous tome lay open beside £
him on the corner ol the Judge's bench. To Judgefrom what followed, It is fair to assume that this
part or the examination was not to be considered
by the Jury, for Prosecutor Pccknain and Defender
Field surrounded the witness as nearly as two uien
could accomplish Mickey Free's single-handedsuccessful effort. The witness pointed to certainentries with his linger, and told the counsel how
these tallied with certain other entries In the otherbook, but the Jury djityi't get any of it,Mr. Peckliaui hext li£tl up And exhibited towltnes^

STX w sunANTS,
and asked, "Do you know whether at the time you
tilled up these warrants there were corrceponuingexisting vouchers?"
The defence at once objected, and after a short

and rapid $otto rocf consultation between Messrs.
Field and Rurrlll, reiterated their objection to the
general character of the question.
Mr. Peckhum explained that these were Keyser

warrants, the vouchers pertaining to which had
been lost.

Tlie question was thendhlded so as to elicit
from the witness. udoii lus imute Don ol uui b war-
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rant, answers which showed in reference to two of
them that at the time he drew the warrants there
were before *>'"> the vouchers and certificates of
audit.
In answer te a qnestion by Mr. Field, Mr. Peckhamstated that the questions in reference to these

two warrants were precisely the same us he should
ask in reference to the remaining warrants singly,
and the defence waived their objection and consentedto a general qnestion of the same form as
covering the whole of the warrants.
Mr. Peckham next exhibited thirty-four other

warrants drawn in favor ofA. J. Carvey, and put
the same geueral questions, which
Mr. Field temporarily interrupted by asking

whether Mr. Tweed's name appeared upon any of
these warrants.
Reply was made that It did not.
Mr. Peckhum then offered

THE WARRANT* IN EVIDENCE.
Mr. Field and Mr. liurrill both objected to the

iffcr. and Mr. Burrill asxed whether they were
jffered as primary or secondary evidence.
Mr. Peeknam said they offered the warrants both

is primary evidence and as secondary evidence.
Kirst, as evidence of payment, and second, as evidenceof the contents of the lost vouchers.
The defence then objected to their admission on

both the grounds stated, and counsel asked if they
were offered as evidence that Tweed's name was
written across the lace of the lost vouchers.
He asked tills merely because they desired to
avoid pleading surprise at a later stage
in the case. 48 the question stood it was simply
whether they could make Tweed responsible for
what Mayor Hall and Comptroller Connolly did,
lud this could not he done, for the indlctmeut did
aot allege any combination. None could be proved
where none was uverred. Alter be signed that
rertiilcale of audit he had no further coutrol over
t, and il Mr. Hail or Mr. Conuolly knew that

THESE VOUCHERS WERE MERE BLINDS
ind were to be used as such, to cover the drawing
)f the money, they stole the public money; it w us
tothlng less than robbery, and their steallug of the
)Ublic money was no evidence against Mr. Tweed.
I'he voucher would be the mere lorn and the felonl>usact was the taking or the public money. Uow
sould Mr. Tweed have restrained these men ITom
heir acts? The transfer by thenr of these warrants
ind the drawing of the public mouey upon them
vere in no way chargeable to Mr. Tweed.
Mr. Burrill then arose and stated tlwt before

nakingthe objection more specific and ttnablie
would claim the privilege of cross-examining the
witness to learn what he made up tne filling of his
warrants troin.
The Court admitted Mr. Burrill's request.
The witness was then crosB-examined and testifiedas followsI received the papers from which

1 filled up the warrants irom Mr. Watson; these
papers were completed and endorsed and bore the
stamp of the County Auditor: 1 drew the warrants
rrom the endorsements on the backs ol the vouchers,without looking inside at the contents of the
vouchers; Mr. Watson himself often wrote the endorsementson thevoucners; where

THE VOUCHERS CAME TO ME
with that endorsement I didn't examine the
vouchers any further, but sirnplv filled up the warruntfrom the endorsement; always supposed from
the endorsement that there was a corresponding
Jill inside; there is nothing in the books of the
jtflce or elsewhere to show whether the warrants
were drawn lrotn Watson's mere endorsement of
he vouchers or not; papers coming to tne to have
hA wumnta flruurn t\it\ tint olutnua havn

.lie Auditor's stump affixed on the outside;
here was no rule about that; I would
lot draw the warrants unless I had something
rom Mr. Watson directing me to draw them; I
nadc no examination of the papers Inside If there
vas an endorsement ontside; when I examined
;he Inside papers it was only when they came to
ne without any endorsement, and I merely looked
it such papers Inside as would give mo
he name ol the creditor, the nature of the
vort performed, the amount of the bill and the
late; 1 always looked at the original bill of the
:reditor only to learn these particulars; never eximlnedan.v of the other papers in the bundle: It
vas no purt of my business to see that the bills
vere countersigned; 1 had nothing to do with the
ransactlous except In a clerical way to HI) out the
variants; I was examined in the trial of Mayor
lull and recollect testifying that I never did make
examinations of contents of Inside papers amonghe vouchers; 1 had to

DRAW ALt. TOE WAHBAOTP
Or county expenditures which passed througlutlie
Comptroller's office, amounting to between six and
leven thousand warrants per year; 1 also drew all
he warrants that passed the board of Audit;!
;enerally affixed the printed blanks ior the Comprollerand Auditor to sign; alter I had prepared
hem I handed them to Mr. WatBon; lie handed
e the bills and told me to affix the

hank; I did not examine the bills to
ee whether they were certified by anyone; that
vas no part of my business; 1 generally attacned
he outside blanks myself with mucilage; somelmesthey came to me merely pinned together; I
nadc my entries in the audit hook from the warants,and also numbered and dated the warrants
ind corresponding entries; I countersigned the
warrants.
To Mr. Tremain.Before my signature was atachedthe warrants had already been signed by
he Mayor and Comptroller; my signature was the
ast one affixed to the warrants; alter I tacked the
>apcrs together it was sometimes a day, sometimes
i week before they were finally returned to me.
Mr. Burriii here arose and objected that the war-
ants were

NOT COMPETENT EVIDENCE
>f the nature of the contents of the bills or vouchersupon which the warrants purported to have
>ecn drawn. The witness testified that he generillydrew the warrants from the mere endorsenent,without any knowledge whatever as to the
eontents of the vouchers contained in the wrapper
in which the endorsement was written: theyobectedthat the warrants were not competent as
;hey failed in any way to connect the defendantwith the vouchers or the warrants
hcmselves, and the prosecution waB bound to
irove the contents of the voucher more clearly
;han this witness had been able to do. This was
lot a civil suit, but a criminal prosecution, and the
leiendant was reasonably entitled to the benefit of
he extreme limit of tne rule. They also objected
o the cumulation of offences. It was not neceslaryIn order to secure a conviction here to go into
in examination of alleged burglary or any other
ifiences in regard to these papers.
The Court lntimuted that the counsel seemed to

iredicatehls argument altogether upon Mr. Lyncs'
cstimony and Ignore Mr. Btorrs' testimony ajtorethcras to the signatures of the different officials,
['he testimony of this wit sees did not connect the
lefendant with these vouchers, but it was a quesionfor the Jury whether Mr. Storrs' testimony did
onnect him with those vouchers which are not
tow accessible. The evidence was admissible so far
is it went to show that in the performance ofa public
luty an official had transcribed from certain
ouchers, when in existence, the names of credlors.the amounts due them and the nature of the
vork performed, Ac. The papers must be ad-
uiuca as seconuary evidence, so rar as they go to
how it, of the contents of the vouchers.
Mr. Burrill said that even the witness Ptorrs was
arclul to state only that he saw some of these
ouchers.
The Court replied that Mr. Storrs had testified,
lowever, tUat

WHAT PATERS HE DID SEE
rere signed by Mr. Tweed, and therefore that teslmonywould go to show the custom or rule in
eference to the signing of these papers. The patersmust be admitted as evidence. (Counsel exeptedto the ruling.)
Mr. Field asked whether the Court admitted
hem as evidence ou all the counts, as to oegli'ence,and so forth.
The Court.Yes.
Mr. Field.Then we beg to except to the rerenionof this evidence under the several counts.a
eparate objection to its reception on each count.
Mr. Peckham then took all the warrants and
ead off to the Jury the date, name of creditor ou
ach warrant and the amount lor which each warantwas drawn, uf course, Keyscr and Garvey
iave the biggest Angers In the pecuniary pic.

AS MR PECKUAM READ THE LIST
ie frequently stumbled across items or $30,000 to
140.000 to Garvey, "for painting and decorating
lew County Court House," ana one of the counsel
or the defence audibly, and with eyes raised to the
lingy walls and celling, exclaimed :.
"If the prosecution calls Mr. Garvey as a witness

in this trial, to prove the quality of his work, wo
ire going to impeach him in advance."
The reading of the warrants occupied about

lalf an hour, and while it was progressing the
iky, which had been murky all day, cleared a little
md allowed a lew rays of sunlight to lall into the
oom. The day's proceedings had been very prosymil dull, and the llirhtpnintr weather together with
he fact that it wan near the time of adjournment,
uailc the venerable counsel for

tilk dkfknck ql'lte frisky.
When the reading was concluded
Mr. Field naked Mr. Peckham whether Mr.

rweed'%name appeared on ttie warrant*.
Mr. Peckham replied that it did not, but that the

nitials K. A, w. did appear on them, and that they
itood for Mr. Tweed. (K. A. Woodward).
Mr. Burrlll.What's that I
Mr. Field.Ob, nothing; only that is the way they

ipell Tweed on the prosecution side. (Laughter.)
Mr. Fullerton rose very quietly and asked the

'onrt something as to whether any further evlleucewas to be takeu, or aa to whether another
vltness was to be called.
Judge Davis answered that he was going to sit

mill he had made up the lllteen minutes lost byhe tardiness of counsel In not appearing promptlyn their seats In the morning.Mr. Fullerton looked up at the clock and said,'Your Honor has already made up seventeen out ofLfteen. It is now thirteen minutes of four.''
The Court.Well, 1 mean to make It up fully. If

vc lose tlfteen minutes every day we shall never
;et through. Counsel must be prompt.Mr. Fullerton (sebmissively and pleadingly).Veil, I was prompt, your Honor. (Laughter.)The Court.Well, I might almost excuse counsel
or delay this morning, us

the foo
nade it a matter of some difficulty to find the
jourt, (Laughter.)
Mr. Field, ufter ft short pause, during which he

tad evidently been thinking up his joke, said :. "1
eel Inclined to ask whether the Court could tlnd Its
vay through the fog tt has encountered all day
iince It arrived In tne building.-' (More laughter,
vlilch the Judge obliterated with one crack of the
ravel.)
Mr. Peckham was very busy meanwhile (he

teems to do most of the work, anyhow) counting
iud arrangltig the warrants, and when he had lln-hedhe offered in evidence ''all the corresponding
utiles Id the Imnk of audit to each of tne warants."objected to. Object ion overruled and
rvldence admitted. Kxcepfd to by the defence.
The entries contained in the voucher record on
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the same subject were next offered, objected to,
admitted and excepted to In quick order, and the
day's proceedings were closed.

THE DEPUTY CHAMBERLAINSHIP.
Anotner Day of Legal Scrambling In
the Courts.Argument Upon tbe InjunctionApplied for by Chamberlain
Palmer Against Foley.Fighting tbe
Prevloua Battle Over Again.The ArgumentTo Be Continued To-Day.
In the tight as to which shall be Deputy Chamberlain.WalterB. Palmer or Juhn Foley.there

« as a reiiewui 01 uuswuues yesieruuy ueiorc juugc
Barbour, of tlie Superior Court, or rather the
former battle won fought over again, the opposing
part.v being now. however, the Chamberlain hlmeeir,Mr. Francis A. Palmer, instead of the "nephew
ol his uncle," Walter B. Pultuer, who was so completelyrouted the othec day, "foot, horse and dragoons."On both sides the same weapons of warfarewere used as at the previous tight, Mr. Palmer
backing up his claim to the right to
appoint his deputy by the law of I860,
and his right to the injunction asked
for prohibiting Mr. Foley from attempting to assumethe functions of Deputy Chamberlain, and
Mr. Foley insisting that the charter of 1870 legalizeshis appointment by the Comptroller, and that
the injunction should therefore be dented. The
Chamberlain was represented by A. R. Lawrence
and Judge Edmonds and Mr. Foley by John Strahan
and R. W. Townsend. An etrort was made by the
Chamberlain's counsel to postpone the argument
in order to allow time to submit additional affidavits;but this proposition was opposed by the other
side and overruled by tbe Judge. Mr. Lawrence,
upon this decision, tried to cut the matter short
by insisting that It was unnecessary to rep^gt the
argument in the previous case, inasmuch as preciselythe same point was involved.tho legality or
otherwise or the appointment of Mr. Foley as
Deputy Chamberlaiu.and suggested that they
submit their former briefs and let the Court decide
upon these. Mr. Strahun and Mr. Townsend havingcome fresh into the case, the previous argumenton their side having been made by Mr. A. R.
Dyott, who was absent, were not to be put down in
this way and their light hidden under a diminished
bushel. There was uo other alternative but to go
over the argument again.

FIulITlNG TDK OI.D BATTLE.
Nearly all day was consumed iu the argument,

and then It was not completed. After the very full
report given In the 1Iehald of the previous argumentit is unnecessary to repeat it at any length.
First were read the complaint and auswer, to8etherwith an affidavit of Mr. 8torrs, Deputyomptrollcr, setting forth the fact that on the 20th
of May, 1872, Mr. Walter U. Palmer submitted to
the Comptroller what purported to be his bond as
Deputy Chamberlain, but which had never been
accepted by the Comptroller. The reading of these
documents finished Mr. Lawrence repeated hla
previous argument. He Insisted that the charter
of 1870 repealed all the previous charters except
the Dongan and Montgomery charters, but that
there was no repeal of the power given la the laws
of 186ti to the City Chamberlain to appoint a deputy.
He claimed that there was no inconsistencybetween the two If properly construed.In this connection lie referred to
the recent decision of the Court of Appealsin the Hlversldc Park matter as showing
how a statute of 1813 was still In force. He dwelt
at length upon the Legislative intent, and urged
that there was nothing In the charter or 1870 that
could be tortured into repealing the statute of
1866, giving speslal power to the Chamberlain to
appoint a deputy.a power which was then exercisedfor the first time by this official, nc cited as
an analogous case the controversy over the Street
Commissionership between D. D. Conovcr and
Charles Devlin, in the course of his remarks he
stated the fact that the Chamberlain was under
|i,200,000 bonds.
"That's not so." interrupted Mr. Stralian.
"Your dogmatizing way of contradicting a statementIs positively refreshing," answered Mr. Lawrence,"out 1 happen to know what I am talking

about."
"80 do I," persisted Mr. Stralian.
"80 do I," persisted Mr. Lawrence.
"It Is a matter that does not bear on this case,"

broke in the Judge.
Mr. Lawrence completed his argument without

further interruption. I11 the course of remarks by
Judge Edmonds Mr. Straban undertook to interrupthim.
"You Just wait till I get through," sharply spoke

up the ex-Judge, "and then you may talk to all
eternity for all 1 care."
"Hut I lnstst," contfhned Mr. Strahan
"1 will hear no Insisting. You sit down," now

savagely said the Judge.
Mr. Strahan sat down for the nonce, but at length

came the time for him to speak, and he occupied
the time with speaking nearly two hours. He reviewedthe argument of Mr. Lawrence, ne Insisted
that the charter of 1870 most positively repealed
the statute of 1866, under which the Chamberlatu
claimed the right to appoint a deputy. On the subjectof legislative Intent he urged that the purpose
of the charter of 1870 was to place the comptroller
at the head of the finance department of the city,
ana as sncn neaa to give nini supremo control in
the natter of the appointments and removals of all
subordinates In the various bureaus of the department.

It Is not snpposable, of course," Interrupted
the Judge, "that a man of Mr. Foley's character
would do anything wrong; but suppose the Comptrollershould appoint a rogue as Deputy Chamberlain,who would be responsible for any irauds practisedon the city t"
Mr. strahan answered this Interrogatory by sayingthat the Comptroller would appoint no rogues.

Judge Harbour sent for a dictionary to get tho
exact meaning of the word "deputy,', as ho wished,
he said, to get all the light possible beurlng on the
OMe. Mr. Townsend made a brier argument, and
then the case was adjourned till this morning,
when the argument will doubtless be completed.

THE JUMEL ESTATE CASE.

The Suit of George \V. Bowrn vs. Nelson
Chase.Further Evidence for the Defendant.Rulingof the Court with Respectis Ancient DocumentsThefurther bearing of the case of George WashingtonBowen vs. Nelson Chase was resumed yesterdayIn the United States Circuit Court, before

Judge Shipman and the special jury,
Mr. Iloir, Mr. Chatfleld and Mr. SchaiTcr appeared

as counsel fer the plalntinr, and Mr. Charles O'Conor
and Mr. J. C. Carter for the defendant.
Benjamin M. Bosworth sworn.I reside In War.

ren, R. I.; J am a farmer and mechanic; somewhat
familiar with the town of Frovldence, R. I., for
thirty-live or forty years; 1 am familiar with the
tombstones in tho North Burying Ground; there Is
a tombstone there recording the death of Gideon
Hull and Phoebe Hull, his wile; there Is also a
tombstone to Captain Gideon Hull and one to
Thomas Hull and his children.

Q. What was the appearance of the tombstone as
to age t
Objected to as immaterial and as hearsay.
Mr. O'Conor said thby had from null the fact that,

ho and his brother, now deceased, hud caused
tombstones to be erected over their parents. The
true time of the death of his parents was very material.On the first trial he swore that his parents
died at (he same time in 1791 or 1703, while on the
present trial his evidence was that his father died
in 1797 and his mother In lsoo. The question was
whether the inscriptions upon tombstones reasonablytruced te Hull, and rnlsert by him te the
mother who bore him and to the father whom he
learned to respect, should now be received in cvldenee.
Mr. Hoar conceded the fact that Gideon Hull,

Daniel Hull's lather, died In 1797, and bis mother in
low.
Mr. O'Conor said It was Important to show the

day und date of the deaths to question.
The Court said the dates were admitted In the

records of the Town Couucll of Providence already
given in evidence, and with the admission of plaintiff'scounsel he did not think It was necessary to
take the evidence offered.
The witness was allowed to state the date of the

death ot captain Uidcon Boll, as it appears on the
tombstone, and It was December 30, lMa, and the
death otThomas C. Hull, August 20, it>04, in the
seventy-second year of Ills age. In the rewn or
Cumberland there la a tombstone recording the
death of Major Reuben Ballon, September 19,1K03.
The witness further testified In relation to the
geographical situation of the town of Providence
and some of Its houses for the purpose of contradlctlugthe evidence of witnesses for the plaintiff
ou that Mead.

In cross-examination the witness said he had
been employed by Mr. Chase to make those Inquiriesand had been paid for his services; witness
was a figtner and incchailc and also acted as an
atforney-at-law In the Probate Coart und court of
Common Pleas m Rhode Island, but he had not
been admitted to the bar; he might lufve been admittedbut he declined to be bound by rnlcs.
Mr. ChatHeld.That seems to be a collection upon

the supreme Court of your (*tate.
The Witness.I am sorry jgr it, but I caunot help

it (I auglitmr).
FTorace A. Follett, sworn.I am Town Clerk ot

Cumberland, R. I.; as such I have custody of some
ancient papers. Witness produced several papers
of ancient date signed with the signature oi Ma^or
Reube n Balfcu.
Daniel R. ballon sworn.I reside at Providence,

r. i,; lam Clerk of the Court of Common Pleas
there. [Witness produces papers from that Court,
of ancient date, bearing the signature of Reuben
fiallou.J

Mr. carter, ot connsoi for defendant, said that
all the papers produced from the town of Cumberlandand from the Court of Common Pleas In Providencewere now offered for the purpose of proving
that the entry in the "King liei.rr book'* respect-

: SHEET.
tag the birth of George Washington Bowcn was a | sorforge rv. gniMr. Chatfleld objected to this evidence. No testl- premony hud been offered to show that the signature traof Ballou to those papers was genuine. amMr. O'Conor replied that the documents were fellancient documents used in legal proceedings, and, ancin that point of view, there could be uo doubt (en
about their authenticity. Shortly after ism the Par- we;
lianient of England enacted generally, without ret- coperence to ancient or mouern writings, that proof clai
01 handwriting might be given by comparison. He injisaid he was extremely doubtrul whether any ins
Court of this State, or whether any Court or the the
I'nitcd States would reject this class of evidence, ger
The jury ought to have an opportunity of nidging am
wnether the entry In the King llcnry book was pec
genuine or not. lor
Mr. Hoar having briefly replied, tin
Judge Shipuian pronounced au elaborate ruling, in

holding that owing to the extgeucy of tins case ho to
must regard the document us an ancient writing, sal
and therefore admit it.

,
su<

To this ruling the plaintiff's counsel excepted. tin
Judge Shtpiuan asked Mr. O'Conor if he intended to

to loilow up the evidence by calling experts. pa
Mr. O'Conor replied that he hail thought about tio

that, but lie bad now come to the conclusion that vol
the jury would be Just us good experts as to hand- lie
wilting as any experts they might call. Experts on thi
handwriting differed some nines, as lawyers did on as
matters of law. of
Stephen R. Weedon was the next witness, no thedeposed that his graudtailicr was a plpsician In no

Providence, and he produced an account book, in T
which was an entry in his grandfather's hand- the
writing, to the effect that persons named Polly in i
aud Betsy Uowen, daughters of Caleb Bowcn, were def
customers of his tor medic-lues lu 1701 and 1702. _
Mr. O'Conor offered this entry in evidence.
Mr. dmtfleld objected.
The Judge asked for what purpose this entry was .

offered. A
Mr. O'Conor.For the purpose of showing that for

there was another Itetsy Itoweti living there, and cup
to explain and contradict tlie evidence of a Betsy jV'lBowen dying there.
The Court allowed the evidence, and the book

was submitted to the Inspection of the Jury.
The witness pointed out other entries in the no- A

count books referring to salts and emetics for
l'olly and lletsv iioweu, daughters of Caleb Bowen. 51!|The Court udjourued till eleven o'clock this morning.4
BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS. »',

Co

SUPREME COURT-CHAMBERS. .

Decisions. -A
By Judge Barrett. ju

Fraser vs. Ogden et al..Motion granted upon ~~7
payment or f 10 therefor, and $10 costs ol opposing J\
this motion. prcJ
Fearing vs. Busso..Motion to vacate order of ply

arrest denied, with $10 costs.
lu the Matter of the Application of William W.

Hewitt In the Matter of Benjamin J. cahoonc, a A
Lunatic..Report confirmed and order granted. ,,.cIn the Matter ot the Claim of the Guardian Sav- innings Institution vs. The Bowling Green Savings at
Bauk.The petition should be uniged before the orderis served. .

Strasburger vs. William Belden et al..Motion \grunted, with $10 costs. ,Ti
Harney et al. vs. Bruy et al..The applicants have tiv

lenve to interpose an answer upon payment of the for
costs of euterlug Judgment and $10 costs of this
motion. .

SUPERIOR COURT-SPECIAL TERIf. in,
no

Decisions. .

By Judge Barbour. \Grant vs. Gregory..Order granted. u,i,
Coddlngtou vs. Dunham..Order sustaining dc- ve«

murrer. bri
Grady vs. Coad..Order granted. 1
Anderson vs. West el al..Same.
McKoon vs. Lcc..order on remittitur. »
Oort vs. suu Mutual Insurauce Company..Or- A

uer granted. flr.
By Judge Morrill. rlt;

Egelins vs. Egelins..Findings settled, A"'

COMMON PLEAS-SPECIAL TERM. A
_ proDecision*. ilci

By Judge J. P. Daly. .

Myers vs. Hour..Motion denied, with leave to Jy
renew. ma
Collins vs. Stewart et. al..Motion granted, un- j>imless claimant awards complaint within live days. live

By Judge Larremorc.
Adams vs. 1'uge ct al..Allowance of one per A'

CeDt- Add
CCURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS. »

Larcrny. wit
Before Judge Sutherland. iSH

The llrst case called by Assistant District Al tor- c
ney Russell wus that of John Rogers, who pleaded
guilty to an attempt at grand larceny. On the 4th N'»
of December he stole two pieces of casslmcre, .

valued at $60, from the store of Shriver A Co., No. t?
408 Broadway. In consequence of bis youth and I3J
that being Ills llrst. offence the punishment was ,er<
modified to one year's Imprisonment In the .state IV"
Prison.

Burglary. n<
Edward Darker and John Wright, who were in- j£rdieted for burglariously entering the premises of

Taylor A Vanderlip, No. 06 Bowery, on the 27th of T^<
December, and stealing $100 in money, pleaded amguilty to an attempt at burglary In the third
degree. As this was a had case Mis Honor Imposed TjVthe severest penalty that could be Inflicted upon A1
the plea, winch was two years and six months' In- incarcerationIn the State Prison.
A Car Pickpocket Sent to Sing Sing.
George McGulre pleaded guilty to larceny from r,

the person, he having on the 30th of December U,T(!
stole a pocketbook, containing $10 78, from Cor
nelius O'Keefe, while riding In a Third avenue (x
car. The Court observed that In every case be f««i
would punish pickpockets to the full extent of the
law. McUuire was sent to the Stute Prison for live *

years. -r
Caroline Underhlll was tried upon a charge of Jj

stealing $37 in money from Daniel Thompson, at a » ic
saloon In Thompson street on the 17th of Decernher.The cvldcuce was so conflicting that the jury " 1"
were unable to agroe. A plea of guilty oi petty
larceny was accepted. n

Alleged Forgery. W
The entire day was spent In the trial of an In- .

dlctmcnt against Edward P. Banning, Jr., who was \\
employed by James Sutton A Co., proprietors of nn
the AUline, charging him with forging the following MO
order:.

New York. Opt %/V
Messrs. .Tamo* Sutton A Co.. Insert one advertl.ienirnt

In the Altfinr one month; to occupy twenty lines, at $.40
tier month, payable monthly.FELLOWS, HOFFMAN A CO. 5"J
The members of this llrin testified that their (j.tsignature was a forgery. Mr. Mott. the counsel lor !*thedefendant, exaiulried him at great length, and «'

his explanation of the aifulr was that he drew the .ro
order at Sutton's request, so as to make It appear
to a certain party that the utfalrs of the Aldine ay
were In a prosperous condition. A great deal or pari
extraneous testimony was given, and, in the course rnr<
of the trial, Judge Sutherland Intimated that the MA<
statements or the complainant and the prisoner
were diametrically opposed to each other. The <Si P
case will be Unlshed to-day. |P*."

nun
YORKVILLE POLICE C0U1T. retc

ant*
Pickpockets and Shoplifter* In a Plclcle.
On Wednesday evening, as Mrs. A. J. Chattie Id $]

was passing through Forty-sixth street on her »><>

way to her residence, 261 Fast Forty-eighth street,
she was approached Irom behind by a young man »»i>
named Dennis Shea, who threw her down upon the a,r
sidewalk and forcibly took possession of her pocket- XI
book, which ahe held In her hands. He than ran »!r
away, but was subsequently arrested on the Infor- ?.**
matlon of a young mnn who happened to witness t'rei
the outrage und knew Shea by eyesight. Yes'er- J"!1day the prisoner was arraigned In Court und held
In deiault ol ball for trial. evvAnother member of the Shea family, named «iu
Thomas, was sent down stairs to keep his name- con
sake company because he was (Innocently, as he m"

claimed), accused of robbing a poor sailor of Ins rn'

watch and $20 In cash. The sailor, whose name
was John Thompson, was being humbugged by the
prisoner and others, he said, and to chastise them yenthe better lie threw oir bis Jacket and pitched in, iic
hammering right and left. The "hoya" kent him "i
busy while the prisoner (so a witness stated) took ?, !
up the Jacket and rifled It or Its contents. "

John Mors# and home other men visited ITerman
Houston's "sheep clothes" store, No. 1,643 Third .

avenue, and, while some of them priced several
pairs of pants, Morse walked off with a pair with- tni
out even saying "thank you." He was arrested Tj
and arraigned In Conrt and committed for trial,thus making three as eligible candidates for the =
.state Prison as ever looked through the barreddoor of a cell.

COMMISSION OF APPEALS CALENDAR.
Ai.bant, Jan. IS, 1S73.

The following Is the calendar of the Commission »
of Appeals tor Krldav, tho 17th Inst.Nos. 20, 32, A
39, 49, 62, 57, 77. 66, H4. 94, 95, 97, 09, 101. There will und
be no lurther day calendar, except for snch casws W1"

as have been especially set down lor baturday. ^

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. £'/
# BE I

Washington, D. C., Jan. 18, 1873.
No. ...New York Central Kail road vs. Lock- ~~~

wood.Error to the Circuit Conrt for the Southern A
district of New York..This was an action to r«coverfor personal injuries to Lockwood, sustained myi
In passing over tho road from Buffalo to Albany.
The plaintiff (below) Lockwood was a drover, and, «ei

taking his stock over the road, was given the nsnal
"pass" to go himself .on the same train to take
charge of his stock, "at his own risk." On the Uu"

trip, at night, the train was stopped on the track
for some cause, and. In attempting to atari it. bus

il
ne of the plaintiff's cattle were thrown down
i being anxious to have them on their feet to
serve their condition for the market, and »lie
in not yet being in motion he got off the train
1 went back to get his cattle up. In doing so lie
Into a "crossing" auil was seriously injured,

1 sued to recover damages of the road. The d<-.
ce was that the pass upon which Lockwood
ut over the road specially provided that its acdance"is to be considered as a waiver of all
ints against the road for personal damages and
urles received while on the train." The Court
trticted the jury that such a contract, absolving
conipauy from its proper responsibility to pasigors,was void from reasons of public policy,

I Mint it uritn .... mwl nnnurltntnil nn im_

limont In the way of recovery. The verdict was
the plaintiff, and the writ of error maintains

it the Court erred In its Instructions to the Jury
not following the decisions of the State Courts as
the construction the law. Those decisions, It la
d, must he regarded by the Federal Courts in
:h cases as conclusive evidence of the law. By
J rule laid down in tlie State Courts it is claimed
he clear that the contract pleaded by the cotnnyis valid, and Is a perfect defence to the aen.in regard to the iiuestion of public policy InIved,It Is contended that public policy and pnblawunite in sustaining contracts generally, and
it to warrant the holding of a contract invalid
against public po',r\ a ch ar, plain strong case
necessity for the p otection and preservation of
public interest must he resented; and that
such necessity an pears In tills case,
lie defendant in error maintains the theory of
Court below. Strong and Shepard for plaintiffs
?rror, and Truman Smith and C. Bralnard for
endant.

mtSIIYKSS OPPORTIIIVITIES.
-ADDITIONAL CAPITAL PROCURED

merchants, inannfaeturers and others. Persons with
itul seeking buslnow artvisoil of unproved opportuneJtclereneei.W. H. Lyon A Co., Importers of Fancy
>rtg, 183 Broadway, Ac,

(1111003, CARLETON A CO.,
Financial and Business Agents, as llroadwav.

FINK OPPORTl'NITY FOB A YOPNO MAN WITH
- V>,00U to secure a well established rndi tnauii'ac
lug business in full operation. Full pariieulurs at io'J
it Eleventh itrect, near West

RARE CHANCE FOR INVESTMENT..ANT OI'.V
. tlcniun In the tlu or wire business will lind It to his
vantage to call at Sweeney'* Hotel, comer chambers
rn Popper; Inducements offered; but little capital reired.M. H. WILEY.
PARTNER WANTKD-WTTIf $600. TO ASSIST

l in extending good legitimate business; liMI perut profit; no risk : til cash sulea. Full particulars No.
ley street, room 21.

LADY GOING SOOTH WILL I.KT A COMPLETElly and handsomely tarnished brown stone House, in
rlect order, till improvements, until 1st ot Muv, or year
m May; to a food tenant it will be rented eln sp. Ap'to H. FLAN1UAN, corner ot Twenty-eighth street and
urth avenue, real estate otllee.

N OPPORTUNITY SELDOM 0PEE RED.-A STEADY
man with $100 can secure one-null Interest in a ConUoiieryand Saloon business, long ostublished and pav:well; present partner having oilier business will sell

a great sacrifice. Apply to J. W. AIUDUETT, 105
uadway, reur liasemcnt.

NY RESPECTABLE, INTBLLIOKNT MAN, WHO
will honestly Investigate a business opportunity,

th a view only of investing some capital with his arilservices (If round entirely satisfactory), may apply
particulars to M. C. JKFFEK8. olllce No. I) Bleccker

Bet.

RARE OPPORTUNITY..PARTIES HAVINO $1,200,
desiring to engage in a pleasant rash business, p«\100per rcut, should not tail to call on MUODY A Co.,ISroad way.

PARTNER WANTED.A PRACTICAL CRACKER,
cake or bread baker, with from $100 to $1,000, to ioin

rertiser In establishing a business; advertiser will in
0 like amount; is a thorough, practical nutri in all the
turtles ol cracker or biscuit baking, including importgoods.Pull particulars at GEORGE 11. PENNANT'S,
Clinton street, New York.

SPLENDID CHANCE FOR AN ENBROBTIO
young man..For sale, the Stock and Lease of a

it elass Dry Uoods Store In the best location in the
1 of Trenton. N. .1. Reasons lor setting satisl'uctory.
dress 0. L. B., Post olllce, Trenton, N. J.

N ESTABLISHED CASH MANUFACTURING Businesswants a partner with capital to extend It; large
(Its made and best references gtven. Address C. It,,
ruld olllce.

PUBLISHING AND IMPORTING HOUSE, DOING
a safe and very successful business, desires an active

n to lake it ilAMO or$11,000 intered: copyrights,
los. stock, Ac., fiVi.OiKl; one partner must in future
in Europe. Address IMPORTER, Herald olllce.

TTENTIONI PATENTEES.-ADVERTISER WANTS
a good Patent to sell by State and county rights.

Iress W. T., 79 John street, no stairs.

-A HALF INTEREST IN A SPLENDID PAYING
, business, established In 18C3; an euergetic man.
h good retcrcnccs, liberally dealt with; a tlio'ougli
estigation given. LLOYD, 2J Itroadway.
STABLISHED BANKING BUSINESS AND FINE
Residence for sale in a growiug manufacturing

ill in Southern Illinois. Price $lu,000. Inquire of
KTHKUP A CHICK, No. 6 Wall street, und E. U. MILR,20 Cedar street.

STABLISHED TWENTY YEARS..JOB PRINTING
Business, realizing substantial profits; coutroling in*stcould be purchased ; price $.1,000. Further tutorlionof CHARLES U. DAIILGREN A CO., 112 and 111

ad way.
JR SALE.HALF INTEREST IN A WELL-K8TA11llshedtwine business; small capital required, tor
ticulars apply to C. W. DE.MILT, h West Broadway.
>R HALE.AT A GREAT SACRIFICE, THE WHOLE
or pari mien-si or a monies* mai pays loo per cell!.

,rexs 72 Bleeckor street, in trunk store.

1R HALE.AT ONE-HALF ITS VALUE, A NEW
l'atent for fastening window* Call mi or address

P.. FARMER, the t'utcntec, It) and SO East Twenty.
:h street, New York.

>R SALE.A HALF INTEREST FN A LONG-KStahllshedBook business. To an lntelllitent and en
rising nuin, with $S,OU>, a l.u->inese> opportunity is
red. Address LIBER, Herald otliee.
REAT BARGAIN..COST $5,000; WILL RE SOLI»
for 13,0001 » till class tine ooroM Grocery and

illy Wine store, on a leodlnit avenue, west sidei with
iblished trudo. Particulars of GltlUUS, CAKLKTOX

98 Broadway.
-A LONG ESTABLISHED HOUSE, DEALING IN
pianos, organs and inelodcen-, ami sole agents for

udlug manntaeturer, and having ninnlo capital, deanactive partner, with $10,000 to t<> Increase
rotitalile. sate and cash business. Apply to GRIGGS,
ItLETON A CO.. 98 Broadway.
rANTED-ANY PERSON HAVING $10,000 TO INvestin n valnalde patent will do well to address
TENT, Herald office.

7ANTED-A MAN WITH A FEW HUNDRED DOU
lars, In a light manufacturing business; goods have

established refutation; lurgc profits. Apply to
ODY A CO., 183 Broadway.
'ANTED.AN ACTIVE PARTNER, WITH A CAP!talof $12,tun) or $15,000, in an old established jobbing
manufacturing prug business in Baltimore, M.f.

Ircss, with real name,WHOLESALE DUUUGIsT, BaltircPost otllcc.

inn WILL SECURE AN INTEREST IN A MANUjlIt I faeiiirlng bu>lBess that will pay $40 to $7n per
ik. Appoint an interview by addressing room 17, MfJ
ad way, New York.

L nnn .PARTNER WANTED, IN AN EXTRA
t.UUU. prolltabl" manufacturing business. To a
ly desiring a sale and permanent business this is a
opportunity. Full in .'estigutiou desired. Address

I OR, bo* Herald ottlce.

; Ann WANTED.TO FE'ICII OUT TWO WORKS
J.UUVf to renlize $21,1X1$ lu three months. Proprlesbortof money, or this unusual otter would not lie
la. notrlliers need apply; good security unit the best
irunce in New York. Parties liuvmg the money liuir
wer MONOPOLY AND CREDIT, Herald ofllce.

Onnn Tu wanted-* pa it rVe if,,*I\M7 active or special. In an old established
nulaeturitig business, well paying; facilities In nianuluringto be increased article manufactured new and
t class in quality; great Importance lor the future
ply; first class roicrences required and given Addn »s
Interview, with real name, PRODUCT, bo* lii

raid oiib e.

inn nnn t° §**>.<>» special capital
LUU.vUU wanted to replace retired capital and
end business, which is first clam In every resj
dung and commission); established 10 years; oxinelyprofitable and perfectly sale; commenced on
illaf ot $7,HW; present assets, $95),(DO; indcbte.lnf
5,000; present business, $i'A.OUO per month; can be in- '

used In $300,000 to $350,000 per month: house bus
ry facility and Hie trade to do it. with a monopoly on
irge portion ol their merchandise, exclusive ale (on
lmlfMinn) of entire production ot one ol the largest
nulactories In the country- which has recently inasedit* facilities lor production to over $4,000.'Mi per
linn, kwhim nmv iciiu uic imini u »» ,m » i....

ditlon of the business uiUirs of the country the
cial can be nearly If not quite trebled in a live ur ma
rs' partnership; an opportunity rarely If ever before
red and worth investigation It Investment is dosir< d
legitimate business, combining large returns with
>ly hevoud question, standing of house Al. relcresunexceptionable, address lor interview, with real
ue, WORKER*, box 12H Ucraid olllce.

CIOAKH AMD TOHAtCO.

itPANOliAli^OE HAVANA TOBACCO.EQUAL TD
genuine in appeiiruiiee and quality. at $rg) per M.

T. J. HA VNKit A CO., 60 Maiden lane.

CbOTHIWOh
T II. ROSENTHAL'S, m THIRD AVENUE, NEAR
Nineteenth street, Indies and gentlctucn tnav obluin

vniue of cast off Clothing, carpets, Ac., t.v calling or
reastng. Ladies attended to by Mr< Rosenthal.
T 27» THIRD AVBNUR, NEAR TWENTYTHIRD
street.M. LEON pays the highest prlco lor ladies'
gctilJeiiicu's Cast-off Clolliiug, Carpets, Ac. Ladies

ted on by Mr*. Leon.

Iff IBTRHTH AVENUE. NEAR TWENTY FOURTH
r" street..The ahove establishment screes to psv
e than any dealer In the city for Wearing Appar. 1,
nets, Ac. Call dh or address Mr. or Mrs. ROSENto.

AKTKUI.OUY.
RRIVAL EXTRAORDINARY.WONDERFUL F. I

ropean Ruslness and Medical Clairvoyant..Heanccc
West Twenty tilth streel, between Sixth and Mevcnth
nnes; astonishing revelations concerning everything
sterlous; lorluuate marriages foretold; likenesses exited:names revealed; recalcitrant husbands reimedlucky numbers lurnuhsd. f ee* 50 cculs and $1.
itlemcn Inadmlswinle.

NOW THY DESTINY.FOREWARNED IN FOREarmed;those separated reunited ; luck In love and
liness. IM Forty first street, near Broadway.

[IS9 WELLINGTON, MKDICAL AND BILSINESA
L Clairvoyant, H East Twenty eighth street, tebs -a

ilness leases, llietls, abseut lrUud» aud luckv numbers.


